CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons and for the reasons sct forth 
in somiiante’ brief of October 12, 1960, eovellants pray 
that the Court find that these aoncllants have the reouisite 
standing or cacacity to anneal th Commission's final ordor 
herein, or in the alternative that the Court reverse and romand 
fortimith for such @ finding or for orocecdings which will lead 
to such © finding; th. che Court below be ordered to hear and 
determine sovellants' motion for summery judgment on the merits 
with « edition; and that appellants recover their costs of 
this avceel, but thet in any (vent, because of the nature and 
financial circunstances of these appellants and the oublic 
interest involved, thet appellees boar their own costs; and 
for such other and furt or relief as the Court shall consider 
vrober and reasonable. 

Dated this d dey of Movember, 1960. 
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I hereby certify that a copy of the forceoing Reply Bricf 
was mailed first-class postage orennid to George 5. Donnella, 
ben,, bl e Utilities Commission of the District of Columbia, 
District Building, Washington 4, D. C., and to Harvey MH. Spear, 
Zea., b. C. Transit System, Inc., 3600 M Strect, M. V., Washington, 
b. C., on this 19th day of November, 1960, 


